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REMARKS 

Claims 13 and 16-26 remain for consideration. Claim 17 is amended and 
claims 22-26 are added. The allowability of claims 13 and 16 is acknowledged. All 
claims are thought to be allowable over the cited art. 

New claims 22-26 are added to claim the invention in alternative language. 
The claims are thought to be patentable over the cited art because the combination of 
limitations is not seen to be shown or suggested by the cited prior art. The claims 
include the limitations of and related to, for example, an amplifier that comprises a 
boost circuit that includes a first transistor that is coupled to a first node and is 
adapted to conduct a first current from the first node in response to a first phase of an 
input signal. The amplifier further comprises an inductive amplifier circuit that includes 
a second transistor that is coupled to the first node and is adapted to conduct a 
second current from the first node in response to the first phase of the input signal and 
Is adapted to provide a first phase of an output signal at a second node. The 
magnitude of the first phase of the output signal Is proportional to a magnitude of the 
second current. The amplifier further comprises an impedance circuit that is coupled 
to the first node and is adapted to decrease a magnitude of the first current in 
response to an increased frequency of the input signal and is further adapted to 
increase the magnitude of the second current in response to the increased frequency 
of the input signal. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests allowance of claims 
22-26. 

The Office Action fails to establish that claims 17 and 18 fail to comply with 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph. Applicant traverses the rejection, but nevertheless has 
amended claim 17 in order to advance prosecution. Applicant has not amended claim 
17 for patentability purposes, but rather has amended claim 17 to change the 
reference of "firsf to "second." The amendment is not thought to be needed for 
purposes of patentability because those skilled in the art would recognize based on 
the specification, as did the Examiner, that "second" was intended, and the claim was 
reasonably clear. Applicant respectfully submits, therefore, that amended claim 17 is 
in condition for allowance. Since claim 18 depends upon an allowable independent 
claim. Applicant respectfully submits that claim 18 is also in condition for allowance. 
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The office action falls to establish that claims 19-21 are anticipated under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) by U.S. Patent No. 6,201 ,443 to TanjI (hereinafter "TanjI"). In particular, 
Applicant's claim 19 at least sets forth that "a magnitude of the first output signal", 
e.g., VOp, "is directly proportional to a magnitude of the first current signal", as 
conducted by, e.g., transistor N1 , and " in response to an Increasing frequency of the 
first input signal", e.g., VIn, "the magnitude of the second current signal decreases and 
the magnitude of the first current signal Increases." 

To anticipate a claim, the asserted reference must teach all the limitations of 
the claimed invention. Tanji, however, is not shown to teach the use of the input 
signal, Vinp, to adjust the magnitude of current conducted by transistors Ml and M4. 
Rather, TanjI appears to require control signals, Vconp and Vconn, to adjust the 
magnitude of current conducted by transistors Ml and M4. In particular, Tanji teaches 
that the voltage magnitude of signals Vconp and Vconn. not their frequency, is used to 
adjust the conductivity states of transistors M5 and M6 In order to control an amount 
of current conducted by transistors Ml and M4, respectively. (See FIG. 2 and column 
3, lines 26-40). Thus, since Tanji is not shown to teach that a frequency of the input 
signal is used to control the magnitude of current conducted by transistors Ml and M4, 
the Office Action fails to show that Tanji teaches every limitation of Applicant's claim 
19. Applicant respectfully submits, therefore, that claim 19 Is in condition for 
allowance. 

Dependent Claims 20-21 , which are dependent from independent claim 19, are 
also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) as being unpatentable over TanjI. While 
Applicant does not acquiesce to the particular rejections to these dependent claims, it 
Is understood that these rejections are now moot in view of the remarks made in 
connection with independent claim 19. These dependent claims include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims, and recite additional features 
which further distinguish these claims from the cited references. Therefore, 
dependent claims 20-21 are also In condition for allowance. 
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CONCLUSION 

Reconsideration and a notice of allowance are respectfully requested in view of 
the Amendments and Remarks presented above. If the Examiner has any questions 
or concerns, a telephone call to the undersigned is invited. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Kim.KafizaKi, Ph.D. 
AttQCPley ftSr Applicant 
Reg. No.: 37,652 
(408) 879-6149 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service as first-class mail in an envelope 
addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 
Viiginia 22313-1450, on June 16, 2005. 
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